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National Trend 1990 — 2000
VTRIS W-4 Report




National Trend Average Daily Truck Traffic
1990 to 2000

SOURCE: VTRIS Truck Weight Study Data
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National Trend Average ESALSs
1990 to 2000

SOURCE: VTRIS Truck Weight Study Data
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National Trend Percent Distribution of Truck Traffic
1990 to 2000

SOURCE: VTRIS Truck Weight Study Data
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National Trend Distribution Travel by Lane
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VTRIS Reports:
http://thwadap10.thwa.dot.gov/vtris/vtris.aspx
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